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i ... " lzh v,Ll8t nss D& -n published, as you recount it- in vour letter of //is 

1 “■'* 11 fc Xa argjmemt, but with what is inherent in whet you e-oue -tot ’ 

-uai'e is no aifierence on this subject and any other, or that tberoV -real 
freeaon; of publication on this subject, or that every really important book 
n.sd not nea troubles getting published at all, there we pr- r + 

1 .^ nno: reconcile your worn with your fine intelligence; your^rsonol*^- 

. fanu ’. r, " e /> /our stetem*ntson the publishnbility of on article be sed 
i'fi ^ III. Inat your book was ultimately published, or that a progress- 

ive-ainaed ea.tcr ..vac helpful, i not relevant to the point, -rich S 
. Outs i-iis ultimately be published, ' then was your book published? ^bst is 

4 ^secies, _ thet so fine l work had to aweit'tfce publisher 
w l,c ^ cs estebli sbed by inferior works, lou reounted to ne the 

Otiticmaea you had. i'het there was no great trouble getting arm ir’^ex 
published is xnesningless. ~ ’ ~ " v 


-on krov.- my experience with VlIITIttSH. ; f 0 uld yon care t.~ r -«ed + b e 
letters from the editors, who did net moke the decision and hone-tlv tol* mo* 
t,*xs - and on whet the decision based? Pell, which finally eeW t- -w for- *»•, 
boo<, rejected it . — ’ - 


times, twice v/ithc-u 


reading it 


8 11 . 


The cases of -ipsteia and -opkin ar, net really applicable , 
because both had special auspicies and special doctrines: Cs*eld assassin, which 
i= asr^_y cisugree.tent ’.vita che government. i: 0 r is Epstein’s esseult on 

a®f r w„ pe rf.°, Ra ^--' waile f tlielrtln -' thcss with greater* operational responsibilities 
’ /i ° oi ,ki 1 king clipt. zs difficulty in the mar key piece. 

Y r ,ur report .or. the poor cu-l^ty of Lure’s 'im-ucr-pt co'.o Cid „, -.,- <h 
many that reached me, including from the e-itors who rn-v end rejected it -who 
volunteered tifs, for - nan no knowledge that his book had be«n in th^r b*m/C~ 
Bu. you very well krow that with a hot, subject, that is no disoualifi cation for 
a do Of-, o is ior tai? purpose/ trie t Tniblishers .-r-rp x pr 

... .. * 8S * tha easiest thing for pub : -hers t c tc-1 mo they didn't 

“ * 8a p001 ’ i: ’' 6one > thfc - t’ ndcr a things. But so wry tony 
aiun ... x,o tae largest were oyite specific. One spelled out his fear of the 
government. The other raid he’d have been interested if tr.c beck could here been 
i la wed on fact ("Our decision wee not editorial and rot easy to arrive sf'/cr 
tL e number of executive editors who went for it and T-redlotod best-spl 1 e r ' 
status only to nave to report the negative- policy decision.’? sm^eetouodk that 
** t, * e lrr9leV8nt as tas fundamental, taet you take s few miner exceptions 
ss typical, but tell me, prey, wbet major publication a<=s done r-ny pioneering 
publishing of any new criticism, whet h«d not already be»n brought to li-o'rt? "r 
^.liere - v aid it (CBS, W.BG, ’.hi ich refuses even fnirness-dootrin® time?)? rr 
UTI i 1 -*e.;e, where tae vice-ore si dent or d-- red an anniversary m-o- from mo Jr log? 
ana. li ; ea i t end put ic on tae wire, it was almost universally killed in the 
oirices oi tae subscribers. ,.ould yon lire to see my left-era fron huropeuu 
Foreign correspondent j wi cr.out cr.av.-.ij i ; -, toe same direction. 

I' A ow cfin y on invoke feuverre * book* when yen know 1 1:s ncrvc'/bll ^hixi* 
history, kroy; whet r.-H did with it, thnt -Vorld p Irpos t junked it e ft-- r ccnt'cct— 
inp:, ^nc thax it. rook two years to ,?et out here. 

Be. o»6 the -.1? thir.ps were not so h*-d# Lene s corfcr^ct we s for ore — 

- ,p - mcterisl. r bro-re it, act wr^vo, accounts for s 11 the rest of your 



listing with which I an fenilier except Fox. These, rs understa- S it, ward. 
get hi-,, to dc. the job. Need I tell you the {subsequent history of and at Award, 
v. jic.'x ic ■: r.iir.cr house i*i <uiy ev^Rti. 

i 'ib?ls such as Epstein has in this week’s Sunday Times that estia- 
jeurnel finds publishable. Whst from the other siaeV Tae/turned down, in 
some ^undsy magazine, what h-srr icon Salisbury recommended 3 to them. 

* rankly, when you write sc you trouble no, tor your certainly know 
better tfc/i n +o sryu-- there is not great a' ffieulty in getting any real, solid 
criticism published anywhere on this subject. Ivon the minor publications 
played ’'renounced favorites, were rams rkably prejudiced. 


able 

that 


1 wish I could be optir.i tic - tor - interest b«*s been expressed, 
even where theie has been lower— level aporovsl. -ly experience precludes this. 

Of course, 1 agree you should no: undertake what you do not 
in. ■‘■his doss not bother me. -his is the way it should be. That you 
sc contrary to recent history is who re I worry. 


bsliav" 
belie ve 


■ote you and for 


10 nail 


Sincerely, 


vwwnatnmmnv.v 
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